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however, mention soir.e ^ditiona! points specifically brought forward
in connexion with tin; tax or rent question.* It is argued, for instance,
that land revenue diners irom a tax and is akin to rent in that it cannot
be altered according to the exigencies of the state during the long period
for -viilch it :s fixed, and in the concessions granted to land revenue
uayer*, s**ich as rent-tree house sites, the use of common grazing lands,
etc. As gainst this, it may be urged that there is nothing to prevent^
die stnt* fieri revising the rent annually except considerations of policy,
expediency and economy, Further, it must be remembered that rentals
on private lands are not necessarily fixed for a long term of years. In
fact, k is notorious that many of the leases are renewable every year.
As regards rent-free house sites, common grazing lands, etc., all these
concessions do not appear to be of decisive character in the present
discussion. The Government, in their capacity of an enlightened state,
and as concerned with the welfare of the cultivators, may well grant
facilities of this kind without thereby establishing the right of landlord-
ship. A further somewhat trivial argument in support ol the view that
land revenue is a tax is that the process of its assessment and collection
is similar to that in the case of a tax.
Lastly, \ve may refer to another argument which has been advanced
in favour of private proprietorship of land. The Income-Tax Act of
1886 exempted agricultural incomes and this, it is said, amounts to an
implicit admission that landed incomes already pay a tax. If land
revenue had been a rent, that is a payment to die Government as land-
lords in recognition of their ownership, a further tax would have been
justiiied.-
Thc above discussion sliowb that the whole question is highly com-
plicated ana does iit>t admit OL a categorical answer one way or the
other, although the case lor private ownership is very much stronger
tii2.ii tiiat ior state landlordism. We agree with Baden-Powell's ver-
dict that the controversy is a 'profitless war ol words'. It is profitless
because it is endless. There are arguments for and against each of the
1 Svf Taxation Enquiry  Committee  Report,  pars.  44-5.
- We must state, however, that this argument is not conclusive in favour of
private ownership, because it is quite possible to argue that agricultural incomes are
exeir.pied from, taxation, as the number of cultivators in the enjoyment of incomes
above the free minimum income-las limit, after paying the Government land revenue,
is comparatively small, and that It is not worth while trying to tax them ; or secondly,
k is open to the Government to explain that the failure to assess landed incomes to
Income-tax is a mere omission which they may offer to remedy at any moment (this
view is confirmed by the fact that the Government of Bihar has imposed a tax on
agricultural incomes since 1958 and Madras is contemplating a similar step); and
lastly, it may be pointed out that in England, in addition to the land tax, income-tax
en.agricultural profits is paid, but this does not render private property in land open
TO dispute there.